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—The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Peri d for Response 



MO NTH (S) FROM THE 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE IS SET TO EXPIRErr 
MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a response be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for response specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a response within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for response is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to respond within the set or extended period for response will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Status 

jtf Responsive to communication(s) filed on ^ f * 2 #&2- (^^^ 

*^This action is FINAL. ' 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disp sition of Claims 

j^Claimfs) 



9- 



Of the above claim(s)- 

□ Claim(s) 

JJj^Ciaim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 



□ Claim(s)- 



. is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
. is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

- is/are objected to. 

- are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aH<J) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All DSome* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

•Certified copies not received: 

Attachments) 



□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s).. 

□ Notice of R ferences Cit d, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsp rson's Patent Drawing R view, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 



Office Acti n Summary 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 3-97) 



Part of Paper No. 




Application/Control Number: 09/807,66 1 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1711 

1 . An amendment (paper no. 8) has been filed on June 26, 2002. 

2. Claims now under examination are 14-27. 

3. Rejection of claims 5, 6 and 1 1 as well as objection to claims 4, 12, 13 and 3 (see items 2 
and 3 of prior office action, paper no. 7) are now moot since those claims are cancelled. 

so moot is the rejection of claims 1-3 and 5-11 (itemj|5 of the same office SiC ^^^^^^^ 

4. Applicant is advised that should claim 21 be found allowable, claim 24"wilfbe objected 
to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof When two claims in an 
application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both cover the same thing, 
despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other 
as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
f^*^ The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

^ ' — ^ 

6. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for -fofjf 0 ^ ' 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 





7. Claims 14-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Qikotter^ 



al (USP 3428597) in view ^fNentwig et al (USP 3507833). 

This rejection (as applied to cancelled claims 1-3 and 5-1 1) is incorporated here by 
reference from prior office action, paper no. 7 and now applied to above claims. 

Applicant's arguments filed June 26, 2002 (paper no. 8) have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 
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On page 6 of above paper, the applicant states that examples in the specification establish 
unexpected results. However the examples do not present any unexpected data since the prior 
does teach the claimed invention. Whatever is argued by the applicant as being unexpected, is 
therefore not unexpected. Examples in the specification are given to show the 
stabilization achieved by addition of copper complex and organic halogen compound, 
individually and in combination. None o f the instant claims , however, encompasses 
a limitation of stabilization which is determined by generation of a color. 

Applicant's other argument that masterbatch technique is unknown in stabilization of 
polyamide is not persuasive. Masterbatching is used and applied to any mixing operation and 
stabilization where stabilizer/s are mixed with another compound like polyamide is falls within 
scope of masterbatching. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U.K. Rajguru whose telephone number is 703-308-3224. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-93 10 for regular 
communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 



U. K. Rajguru/mn f\ ( i 

October 22, 2002 \\ J JL 

James J. Seidleck 
Supervisory Ratent Examiner 
Technology Center 1 700 



)ber 22 2002 
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